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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the Applicant's response filed 6/14/2004. 

As indicated in Applicant's response, no claims have been amended. Claims 1-10 are 
pending in the office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Qfficc action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Markel, 
USPN: 6,760,043( hereinafter Markel), in view of Tahara et al, USPN: 5,909,551 ( hereinafter 
Tahara). 

As per claim 1, Markel discloses a method combining video/audio content with 
programming content comprising: 

generating authoring output comprising a definition for a variable (e.g. XML file, XSL 
scripts - col 3, line 63 to col. 4, line 6; col. 4, lines 20-39; Fig. 6-7; canvas, pjName, pjlD - Fig. 
10, 15 - Note: defining variables (e.g. project name, canvas) from the authoring interface in 
corresponding to tags in XML scripts implicitly teach the defining of a variable to be rendered by 
the browser when the browser resolves a HTML tag variable which has been defined from within 
the XML file); and comprising a representation of the video/audio content, the representation of 
the video/audio content defining how the content is to be displayed ( e.g. Fig. 10; iTVMLfile, 
iTVML export - col. 2, line 17 to col. 3, line 8); 
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selecting a source file, the source file comprising a variable; searching the source file for 
the variable and replacing the variable with the definition for the variable (e.g. parsed using XSL 
... to produce HTML code and Javascripts - col. 3, line 63 to col. 6; col. 5, line 45 to col. 6, line 
4; Fig. 6-7, canvas, pjName, pjlD - Fig. 10, 15; col. 6, lines 35-44; Fig. 13-16; col. 7, lines 11-15 
- Note: the resolution of elements, e.g. extracted from URL strings or DB records, declared in 
the authoring interface in association with definition in the XML-based file reads on replacing a 
variable found in a source file -e.g. HTML file or Javascripts, e.g. col. 11-15- based on XML 
definition of elements, or variables, created from the interface); 

generating a programmatic content in response to the searching (e.g. Fig. 1; enhancement 
content - col. 1, lines 25-30; iTVML - col. 10, lines 45-54). 

But Markel does not explicitly disclose generating an image as a function of the 
programmatic content and the representation of the video/audio content; and combining the 
image with the video/audio content. However, Markel discloses a set top box type of products 
including software and image support (e.g. Fig. \ \ Javascript, VBscript - Fig.2). The delivery of 
software deliverables or products to end-users in the audio/video industry, e.g. Markers 
television interactive enhancement content, via medium like internet carrier wave or computer- 
readable medium built upon an image being provided as a representation outlining the 
video/audio content was a known concept at the time the invention was made. Tahara, in a 
method to generate a video program content using programmatic and layout structure ( e.g. Fig. 
2, 1 0) within a user- interactive recording and reproducing system (i.e. authoring ) analogous to 
the interactive programmatic content by Markel, discloses implementing of recorded data in 
markup format with retrieval of data/files using markup tag ( e.g. col. 2, lines 25-38; Fig. 23-28) 
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analogous to the resolution of variables by Markel with a browser and generating of an image to 
be part of the video-content being deliverable (e.g Fig. 8). Based on the well-known concept to 
create medium with image for delivery, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to provide the combining of programmatic content 
with the image into a deliverable, such as a readable disc, as taught by Tahara to Markel' s 
system to provide video enhancement content because providing an image would enable 
understanding of relationships between entities recorded in the medium being delivered to the 
audio/video reproducing environment ( see Tahara, col. 1, line 56 to col. 2, line 24). 

As per claim 2, Markel discloses a product to be delivered to set top box users ( col. 2, 
lines 17-29; Fig. 1), hence implicitly teaches storage in a medium for transmission to the end- 
user, while Tahara farther discloses storing of the image in a storage medium (e.g. Fig. 23); and 
this limitation would have been obvious for the same rationale as in claim 1 . 

As per claim 3, Markel discloses a product to be delivered to set top box users, hence 
implicitly teaches storage in a medium for transmission to the end-user, while Tahara discloses 
transmission of audio/video and programming content through a transmission medium (e.g. Fig. 
1 6, 1 8); and this limitation would have been obvious for the same rationale as in claim 1 . 

As per claim 4, Markel discloses searching of source file at build time (e.g. col. 3, line 
63 to col. 6; col 5, line 45 to col 6, line 4; Fig. 6-7; canvas, pjNarne, pjlD - Fig. 10, 15; col. 6, 
lines 35-44; Fig. 13-16; col. 7, lines 1 1-15 - Note: the search of identifier values, URL strings or 
database records for resolving XML tags and create dynamic button-implementing javascripts - 
see Appendix - during authoring interface is equivalent to search of source file at build time). 
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As per claims 5 and 6, Tahara further discloses searching of source file at run-time (e.g. 
col. 3, line 63 to col. 6; col. 5, line 45 to col. 6, line 4; Fig. 6-7; canvas, pjName, pjlD - Fig. 10, 
15; col. 6, lines 35-44; Fig. 13-16; col. 7, lines 1 1-15) and searching in response to a software 
engine executed on a browser (e.g. Fig. 10, 14-16). 

As per claim 7, Markel discloses searching upon usage of the iTVML software being 
distributed to the television set top boxes ( re claim 1) but does not disclose a DVD, while 
Tahara discloses search execution and markup resolution on a browser in the reproducing of 
recorded data in a medium (e.g. col. 17, lines 23-34; Fig, 1); i.e. runtime of recorded data in 
audio/video ( e.g. DVD) medium and insertion of DVD into a driver device. The motivation as 
to provide a medium for enabling an interactive display enhancement as by Tahara and 
implementing such medium necessary to enable video interface display components and 
programmatic enhancement as taught by Markel have been mentioned in claim 1. In case such 
medium being delivered happens to be a DVD as suggested by Tahara, the searching of files or 
data incurred in reading the authoring information stored in such medium would have been 
obvious in light of the rationale as set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 8, Markel discloses a system for combining video/audio content with 
programming content comprising means for: 

searching the source file for the variable; replacing the variable with the definition for the 
variable (eg. parsed using XSL ...to produce HTML code and Javascripts - col 3, line 63 to 
col. 6; col. 5, line 45 to col. 6, line 4; Fig. 6-7; canvas, pjName, pjlD - Fig. 10, 15; col. 6, lines 
35-44; Fig. 13-16; col. 7, lines 1 1-15 - Note: the resolution of elements, e.g. extracted from URL 
strings or DB records, declared in the authoring interface in association with definition in the 
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XML-based file reads on replacing a variable found in a source file -e.g. HTML file or 
Javascripts, e.g. col. 11-15- based on XML definition of elements, or variables, created from the 
interface); and 

generating a programmatic content in response to the searching (e.g. Fig. 1; enhancement 
content - col. 1, lines 25-30, iTVML - col, 10, lines 45-54). 

But Markel does not explicitly disclose generating an image as a function of the 
programmatic content and the representation of the video/audio; and combining the image with 
the video/audio content. However, this limitation has been addressed by the combined teachings 
of Markel and Tahara as in claim 1 above, hence is rejected herein with the same ground of 
rejection set forth therein. 

As per claim 9, Tahara discloses a system for combining video/audio content with 
programming content comprising: 

a parser adapted to search the source file for the variable, replace the variable with the 
definition for the variable (e.g. parsed using XSL ... to produce HTML code and Javascripts - 
col. 3, line 63 to col 6; col. 5, line 45 to col. 6, line 4; Fig. 6-7; canvas, pjName, pjlD - Fig, 10, 
15, col. 6, lines 35-44; Fig. 13-16; col. 7, lines 11-15); and 

generate programmatic content in response to the searching (e.g. Fig. 1; enhancement 
content - col. 1, lines 25-30; iTVML - col. 10, lines 45-54). 

But Tahara does not explicitly teach an image engine adapted to generate an image as a 
function of the programmatic content and a representation of the audio/video content; and a 
formatter to combine the image with video/audio content. But this limitation has been addressed 
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by the combined teachings of Markel and Tahara as in claim 1 above, hence is rejected herein 
with the same ground of rejection set forth therein. 

As per claim 10, this system claim recites modules for generating the same step 
limitations, i.e. for searching, for generating programmatic content, and for creating image as 
recited and addressed in claim 8 above; hence is rejected herein using the corresponding 
rejections set forth therein, using accordingly MarkePs teaching in view of Tahara' s. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 6/14/2004 have been fully considered. In view of the new 
grounds of rejection, these arguments are for the most part moot; however, some of them still 
relate to the current rejection and are not persuasive. Following are the arguments deemed not 
persuasive and the corresponding responses by Examiner. 

(A) Applicants have submitted that Tahara does not disclose an authoring system or method, 
but only the format of a video-CD. In response, it is noted that authoring is a method by which 
source content of some application being provided to a destination application is being more or 
less interactively administrated and formatted by the source provider, wherein embedding or 
structuring the source content with metadata or identification enhancement is provided so to 
enable security control, user retrieval/ access or usage facilitation of such source content when 
received at the target application that would makes use of it. Thus, at the time the invention was 
made, it is well known that applications like media recording or source building of such content 
are purported and enhanced for the easy and controlled use of the content at the recipient 
application or remote end-users. The purpose-oriented relationship between what is known as 
recording/building or authoring of content and what is perceived as application to reproduce/use 
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such content happens to be evidenced in the likes of Tahara' s invention. Tahara discloses that 
the user are responsible to provide of control data to be incorporated in the build of the image, 
such control data enabling the subsequent reproduction of the media content (e.g. Fig. 1-5). For 
example, the action of providing metadata or identification structures as earlier perceived as part 
of an authoring process is noted as being disclosed by Tahara when data are formatted according 
to markup-based tree structure while in the recording stage. Hence, it is not appropriate to 
conceive Tahara' s system as exclusively a reproduction method to be completely disassociated 
fi'om the recording process wherein some authoring actions are perceived to have taken place. In 
other words, providing metadata or authoring information during build/recording time and 
incorporating such information into the delivered audio/video content is for enhancing and 
facilitating end-user reproduction/use of such media, and in that context, although the term 
authoring is not explicitly disclosed, Tahara' s recording/reproduction cannot be treated as a 
stand-alone reproducing application without considering the disclosed recording stage with its 
authoring-like implementation and its intended implications at reproduction time. 
(B) The other arguments raised concerning Brodersen are not in conjunction with the new 
grounds of rejection hence will become moot. 

Conclusion 

1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A Vu whose telephone number is (703)305-7207. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-4:30PM/Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703)305-9662. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 ( for formal communications intended for entry) 
or: (703) 746-8734 ( for informal or draft communications, please consult Examiner 
before using this number) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington. VA. , 22202. 4 th Floor( Receptionist). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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